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Uj REMARKS 

^ Claims 12-14 were presented for examination. The Office Action indicates that 

5 (a) (in Paragraph 2) Claim 14 was withdrawn. 

^ (b)(in Paragraph 3)Claims 12 and 13 were considered to be unduly broad as 

jjjj reading on naval nuclear reactors. 

6 (c) (in Paragraph 3) Claims 12 and 13 were considered objectionable because they 
did not recite how the reactor power level is varied . 

(d) (in Paragraph 5) Claims 12and 13 were rejected under 35 USC 103(a)asbeing 
unpatentable over the admitted prior art (specification pages 1-2) and McGraw-Hill Series in 
Nuclear Engineering (p.374-380, 1961). 

Original Claims 12-14 and new Claim 15 are presented for reconsideration. It is respectfully 
submitted that the application as amended satisfies me stated objections and statutory requirements 
of 35 USC 103(a). Accordmgly, reconsideration of this appUcation in view of the above 
amendments and me following remarks is requested 

la response to the Examiner* s objection mat the claims read on naval nuclear reactors, 
Claim 1 has been amended to specifically require the step of "obtaining a NRC license". This 
amendment is supported in the Abstract. If the Examiner does not withdraw this objection, the 
Examiner is requested to advise the Applicant of the statutory basis of the objection. 

In response to the Examiner's obj ection that Claim 1 4 did not recite how the reactor power 
level is varied, the Applicant has amended Claim 14 to indicate mat the power level increase is 
based upon Fq and Fah in accordance with the Examiner's suggestion. 
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Uj to response to the Examiner's 35 USC 103 rejection, the Applicant notes that the present 

gj invention relates to a method of operating a NRC licensed nuclear reactor plant at an initial po^er 
i levelinafirstpartofafuelcycleandthenc^eratingthe 

^ second part of a fuel cycle. Claim 12 has been amended to indicate that the increase in power level. 
CO is bas ed upon environmental conditions in addition the progressive depletion of the fuel. This 
* amendment is supported in the description at page 12, lines 19-25. It is respectfully submitted that 
the prior art does not teach a method of operating a reactor at an enhanced power level based upon 
F Q , Fah, the progressive depletion of the core during the fuel cycle and environmental conditions. 

New Claim 1 5 has been added to specifically claim a method wherein the plant is operated 
atthe licensed maximum power level in the second part of the fuel cycle. This is discussed in the 

description at page 13, lines 9-21. 

Thus, it is respectfully submitted that Claims 12-15 are patentable and that the application is 
unobjectionable. Accordingly, allowance of Ihese claims is respectfully solicited. 

The Cominissioner is authorized to charge any additional fees required by 37 CFR 1.16 or 
37 CFR1.17asaresultofthisReplyto Deposit AccountNo. 50-0947. 



Respectfully submitted, 





"James C. Valentine 
Reg. No. 27,239 
Tel: (412)374-3970 
Fax:(412)374-3832 



Date: ^/fSV^^ 
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